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From: aliea58@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Alie Victorine <aliea58@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 7:29 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Alie Victorine 
569 Hornbeam Way  San Jose, CA 95111-2333 aliea58@yahoo.com 
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From: eddiev62@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ed Von Runnen <eddiev62
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:42 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Ed Von Runnen 
6782 Heaton Moor Dr  San Jose, CA 95119-1740 eddiev62@sbcglobal.net 
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From: eddiev62@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ed Von Runnen <eddiev62
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:44 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Ed Von Runnen 
6782 Heaton Moor Dr  San Jose, CA 95119-1740 eddiev62@sbcglobal.net 
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From: Yuliyaware@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Eric Ware <Yuliyaware@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:21 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Eric Ware 
26510 Stanwood Ave  Hayward, CA 94544-3143 Yuliyaware@gmail.com 
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From: flyingcat95033@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Michelle Waters <flyingcat95033
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 8:23 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Michelle Waters 
17755 Cherokee Trl  Los Gatos, CA 95033-8817 yingcat95033@yahoo.com 
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From: allegrawatson96@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Allegra Watson <allegrawatson96
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, August 4, 2025 8:39 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

According to the Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project the Alterna ve 
Combina on 1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, is the Environmentally Superior 
Alterna ve. The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Allegra Watson 
4841 Winton Way  San Jose, CA 95124-4933 allegrawatson96@gmail.com 
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From: weidenc@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Cheryl Weiden <weidenc@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 5:20 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Cheryl Weiden 
91 Solana Dr  Los Altos, CA 94022-2327 
weidenc@gmail.com 



1

From: neal.weinstein70@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Neal Weinstein <neal.weinstein70
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 10:43 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Neal Weinstein 
1135 Valley Quail Cir  San Jose, CA 95120-4128 neal.weinstein70@gmail.com 
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From: russweisz1@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Russell Weisz <russweisz1
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 7:57 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Russell Weisz 
319 Laguna St  Santa Cruz, CA 95060-6109 russweisz1@gmail.com 



1

From: gina.r.white@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Gina White 
<gina.r.white@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 12:51 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Gina White 
323 Hershner Dr  Los Gatos, CA 95032-4001 gina.r.white@gmail.com 



1

From: gina.r.white@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Gina White 
<gina.r.white@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:38 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Gina White 
323 Hershner Dr  Los Gatos, CA 95032-4001 gina.r.white@gmail.com 



1

From: gina.r.white@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Gina White 
<gina.r.white@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 7:16 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Gina White 
323 Hershner Dr  Los Gatos, CA 95032-4001 gina.r.white@gmail.com 
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From: bryan.whitton@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Bryan Whitton 
<bryan.whitton@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 12:16 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Bryan Whi on 
353 Jai Dr  San Jose, CA 95119-1618 
bryan.whi on@sbcglobal.net 
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From: mwilsaf@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Marguerite Wilhelm-Safian 
<mwilsaf@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 1:04 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Marguerite Wilhelm-Saan 
390 Martha St  San Jose, CA 95112-3918 
mwilsaf@gmail.com 
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From: lljwinslow@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Laurie Winslow 
<lljwinslow@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 5:21 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 
The e orts of many to create a safe wildlife corridor in the Coyote Creek area would be impacted by using an orchard to 
locate the new power facility. Please locate the facility in the exis ng power plant compound.  

Sincerely, 
Laurie Winslow 
18 Peter Cou s Cir  Stanford, CA 94305-1098 lljwinslow@gmail.com 
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From: billwolf14@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of William Wolf <billwolf14@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2025 11:24 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
William Wolf 
223 Purple Glen Dr  San Jose, CA 95119-1533 billwolf14@gmail.com 
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From: azxewarp@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lily Wong <azxewarp@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:39 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Lily Wong 
47 Southlake Dr  San Jose, CA 95138-1838 azxewarp@pacbell.net 
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From: brent.wooden@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Brent Wooden 
<brent.wooden@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 8:36 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Brent Wooden 
1275 Escalero Ave  Pacica, CA 94044-3406 brent.wooden@gmail.com 
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From: nwouk@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Nina Wouk <nwouk@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:02 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

Other animals were here rst and have seniority. 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Nina Wouk 
995 Marsh Rd Ste Pm 102  Redwood City, CA 94063-4441 nwouk@ix.netcom.com 


